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Art Unit: 2432 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. The instant application having Application No. 10/539,135 filed on 06/16/2005 is 
presented for examination by the examiner. 

Oath/Declaration 

2. The applicant's oath/declaration has been reviewed by the examiner and is found to 
conform to the requirements prescribed in 37 C.F.R. 1.63. 

Priority 

3. As required by M.P.E.P. 201.14(c), acknowledgement is made of applicant's claim for 
priority based on applications filed on 08/29/2003 (Japan 2003-307582). 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 1-14 are objected to as being generally narrative and fail to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document and 
are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. Correction, as appropriate, is requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to w hich said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-4 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maeda (JP 2002-351786), hereafter referred to as Maeda, in view of Yamaguchi (JP 06-348628), 
hereafter referred to as Yamaguchi, in view of Tanaka (JP 11-163924), hereafter referred to as 
Tanaka. 

Regarding claim 1: 

(Maeda [0020]) teaches a system that stores link information. 

(Maeda [0040], [0041]) teaches a system that selects information to be changed. 

(Maeda [0010]) teaches a system that can transmit the information to be changed. 

However, Maeda fails to disclose that the selected link information contains the 
address of the transmitting party, and that the transmitting system will only update its 
own database when a successful update response is received. 

(Yamaguchi [0010]) teaches a system that does not update its database until a 
successful update response is received. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to only update the communicating party's information when a 
successful update response has been received, as taught by Yamaguchi, to ensure 
database unification among the two databases. 

However, Yamaguchi fails to disclose that the selected link information contains 
the address of the transmitting party. 
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(Tanaka [0010]) teaches a system that builds an address change message 
containing a transmission address, a keyword indicating that an update is taking place, an 
address before change, and the address to be changed to. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to include a transmission address, as taught by Tanaka, so 
that the receiving party can verify that the information to be changed was intended for 
them before making the changes to their own database. 

Regarding claim 2: 

(Maeda [0066]) teaches that if a received address change message corresponds to 
an address that has been previously stored in the receiver, the receiver will update the 
address information with the new address information in the address change transmission. 

However, Maeda fails to mention a system in which the receiving party sends 
response information to the sending party when change information is received. 

(Yamaguchi [0010]) teaches a system that does not update its database until a 
successful update response is received. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to only update the communicating party's information when a 
successful update response has been received, as taught by Yamaguchi, to ensure 
database unification among the two databases. 



Regarding claim 3: 
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(Maeda [0065]) teaches that if a received address change message corresponds to 
an address that does not already exist in the receiver, the receiver registers the new 
address information. 

Regarding claim 4: 

Maeda fails to teach that addresses can be deleted from the receiving database 
given an indication from the communicating source. 

It is commonly known in the art that database entries can be added, updated, and 
deleted. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to allow database entries to be deleted so that deleted users or 
accounts are removed from the system and the system resources can be conserved and 
reallocated. 

Regarding claim 8: 

(Maeda [0010]) teaches a system that can transmit link information to be 
changed. 

However, Maeda fails to disclose that the selected link information contains the 
address of the transmitting party, and that the transmitting system will only update its 
own database when a successful update response is received. 

(Yamaguchi [0010]) teaches a system that does not update its database until a 
successful update response is received. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to only update the communicating party's information when a 
successful update response has been received, as taught by Yamaguchi, to ensure 
database unification among the two databases. 

However, Yamaguchi fails to disclose that the selected link information contains 
the address of the transmitting party. 

(Tanaka [0010]) teaches a system that builds an address change message 
containing a transmission address, a keyword indicating that an update is taking place, an 
address before change, and the address to be changed to. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to include a transmission address, as taught by Tanaka, so 
that the receiving party can verify that the information to be changed was intended for 
them before making the changes to their own database. 

Regarding claim 9: 

(Maeda [0010]) teaches a system that updates the receiving party when update 
information is received. 

However, Maeda fails to mention a system in which the receiving party sends 
response information to the sending party when change information is received. 

(Yamaguchi [0016]) teaches a system that is capable of returning an update 
response to the sending party upon successful update of the receiving party. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to only update the communicating party's information when a 
successful update response has been received, as taught by Yamaguchi, to ensure 
database unification among the two databases. 

Regarding claim 10: 

(Maeda [0066]) teaches that if a received address change message corresponds to 
an address that has been previously stored in the receiver, the receiver will update the 
address information with the new address information in the address change transmission. 

However, Maeda fails to teach that the transmitting system will only update its 
own database when a successful update response is received. 

(Yamaguchi [0010]) teaches a system that does not update its database until a 
successful update response is received. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to only update the communicating party's information when a 
successful update response has been received, as taught by Yamaguchi, to ensure 
database unification among the two databases. 

Regarding claim 11: 

(Maeda [0065]) teaches that if a received address change message corresponds to 
an address that does not already exist in the receiver, the receiver registers the new 
address information. 
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Regarding claim 12: 

Maeda fails to teach that addresses can be deleted from the receiving database 
given an indication from the communicating source. 

It is commonly known in the art that database entries can be added, updated, and 
deleted. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to allow database entries to be deleted so that deleted users or 
accounts are removed from the system and the system resources can be conserved and 
reallocated. 

7. Claims 5-7, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maeda, in view of Yamaguchi, in view of Tanaka, and further in view of Masui (JP 2002- 
208960), hereafter referred to as Masui. 

Regarding claims 5 and 6: 

Maeda discloses a link change information sending part, but does not explicitly 
disclose that the link change sending information part adds signature information to 
certify that the information is free from tampering. 

(Masui [0069]) teaches a system in which update messages are transferred with 
key certificates to ensure the validity of the transmitted data. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to include key certificates, as taught by Masui, to ensure 
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unification of data between the databases by preventing the addition of erroneously or 
maliciously modified data. 

Regarding claim 7: 

Maeda discloses an information storage list, but fails to explicitly disclose that 
this list contains key information relative to each user. 

(Masui [0065]; Fig. 2, 103) teaches a system that contains key information for 
decoding information relative to each user. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to include key information for each user, as taught by Masui, 
so that the receiving end can correctly decode messages and signatures sent from each 
user. 

Regarding claim 13 and 14: 

Maeda discloses a link change information sending part, but does not explicitly 
disclose that the link change sending information part adds signature information to 
certify that the information is free from tampering. 

(Masui [0069]) teaches a system in which update messages are transferred with 
key certificates to ensure the validity of the transmitted data. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Maeda to include key certificates, as taught by Masui, to ensure 
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unification of data between the databases by preventing the addition of erroneously or 
maliciously modified data. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER B. ARCHER whose telephone number is (571) 
270-7308. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on (571) 272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/CHRISTOPHER B ARCHER/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2432 

/Gilberto Barron Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2432 



